Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) " The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do $0 — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the' message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message dellvery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically Earred from routing renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory spemal renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
eor'r_'esp‘onfiht,o their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challengg® “Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
steff-presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting maln studro Iocatlon chorces

public interest. v see

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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April 9, 2008

Received & insoected

The Secretary, Federal Communications Commission .
445 12% St., Southwest APR 15 2008

Washington DC 20554 FCC Mau . .ol

re: Proposed Rule Changes, ref #04-233
Radio Rules and Regulations
Public comments

Dear Secretary,

Thank you for taking the time to review my comments with regard to the proposed rule changes
within the radio broadcasting media/industry.

First I would like to thank you for all the effort you spend on my and the public’s behalf to make
the radio medium and industry to be of the highest quahty and value to the broad spectrum that
makes up our society. _

With regard to the upcommg proposed rule changes I would appreciate if you could take 1nto
consideration the significant impact they could have on the smaller (less 500 watt) local radio
stations, providing a great deal of diversity (on very tight budgets) to a listening public that loves
and relies on small stations providing special programming (such as stations providing good and
“memory”type music from the 40s, 50s and 60s) to an older public that would otherwise exist in
a very lonely and isolated world. For an older public, that often lives in increasing 1solat10n the
viability of the small station is important.

I am sure your intent in-these changes is to improve and add to the positive parameters of the
broadcasting media. Given that, my comments and concerns are ditected more to the form and
process of the proposed changes that will be used to implement them, and not so much to the
substance /content of the changes which I trust you deem will provide the most value- overall- to
the listening public.

I know in regulation, you have the opportunity to shape, as well as regulate the field. Therefore
with regard to some of the changes, I would encourage your consideration of advancing some of
these changes in the form of ‘softer’ issuances, such as guidelines or “letters/bulletins’ rather than
‘harder’ regulation, thus giving the small budget stations, on limited resources, an opportunity of
time and transition to change and shape their operations to implement and provide a conforming
operation.




K

I know that last year, the sudden increase in licensing fees (five to ten fold) caused serious
financial difficulties for the smaller station. I feel that changes that may be considered less major
in the overall regulation of the media, be given leeway in their time frame of implementation,
such that the smaller station is not seriously impacted in its operation by being required to
expend much resources over a short time, to the detriment of its operation and quality.

In general, the smaller stations that I listen to already are very sensitive to the public.and offer
much in the way of information supporting the industry in public health and safety. I think that
working with local communities is something that could be phased in over time and actually
happens in most cases, naturally, without regulation, as the smaller station tends to be much more
sensitive to being part of the community than the larger stations.

I also believe that in today’s world of advanced technologies, providing sophisticated monitoring
and communication tools, full time presence at a station is not a necessity as long as the station
operators always have access to the programming even if it’s in the form of remote access and
station monitoring system that provide continuous electronic information as to station status.
After all look at the current state of broadcasting/communication in our world today which is so
highly dependent on a network of satellites (that certainly do not have full time human presence).

Thank you for your consideration of these comments,




1 submlt fhe _f‘o'llow'ng comnments,m respo e to the Localrsm Notlce of Proposed Rulemaking
*(the;,‘mf’R'M”a)t releasedﬁ‘-J ;?“ 20083 in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rlghts A number of
proposals dlscussed in the NPRM, |f enacted would do'so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radi’ statlons especlally rehg]ous broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s ‘proposed advisory board proposals would
imposé such uncdhstltutronal mandates Rellglous broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t 'share their values could face increased harasshent, cormplaints and ‘&ven loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
vrewpornts a broadcaster particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must ot turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids |mposmon of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on'such thmgs as who produced what programs would
lntrude on constrtutlonaIIy-protected edltonal ch0|ces

(4) Many Christian broadcasters; ‘operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeprng the electncrty flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze Riche and smaIler market broadcasters by substantlally raising costs in two ways: () by
requiring staff presence whenavér a station'is on the air ‘and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs wrth these proposals would force service. cutbacks and curtailed
serwce is contrary’ to the pubhc tnterest
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We ﬁréé'th'e"FEC' not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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N subm|t the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R'f'gﬁ'é@l’éw
(the NPRM”), Teleased-Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-eggived &1t

Arly rlew F&c rules pollctes or procedures must.not violate-Firstz-Amendment rrghtsAﬁRn&r?rlggp%f
proposals dlscussed tp the_NPRM if enacted would do ep~— and.mustinat be ado ted &\ 1

e @& r enprELparher o vier e
(1) The FCC’ must nof force radrqstatrons, especrally Lelrgmus.broadcasters io take advice from:
peopte who'do not share their \galu,es, The NPRM s proposed. advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandatés. Rellglous broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their values could facg incyeased-harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow/ their own conscrences rather than allowing incempatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Améndment- prohlbrts government including the FCC;from dlctatlng what
vrewpomts a broadcaster partlcularly a. rellglous broadcaster, must present. .

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and-everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would de se —~ even if a rellglous broadcaster _
conscientiously objects to the m*&"’dgs*‘?ﬁ%‘ﬁrg{"mﬁ“‘?ﬁﬁent forbids imposifion of message
delivery mandates on any religion. ’

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorjal decision-making information. The choice
of. programming, especrally relrglo,us programming, is. not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals fo force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constltutronally-protected editorial chorces : B

(4) Many Chrrstlan broadcasters operate Qn tlght budgets,,as dp_.many smaller market secular
statioiis. Keeping the electricity flowmg IS, often achallenge ,¥¢e,t; ;thexCommission proposes to further
squeeze nicheé and smaller market broadcasters by substantlally raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff pregence whenever a station. is onthe aig and, (h)-by.further restricting main studio
locatro‘n chorces Rarsmg costs wlth these proposals would foreg semwisencutbacks— and curtailed
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Mait By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Atin: Chief, Media Bureau
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed ECPemaklng (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

)] The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2 The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on,
constitutionally-protecied editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond ta their belisfs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is onthe air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these p 2als, WO uld forc @ service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. ghlgVe'the rdeatorial ‘ neetfortlpsakoloff:OCARTATIO)
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| urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,

4-9-2008
Pate

Slgnature 1516 Forrest Street
Anderson, IN. 46012-4145
Gary Brummitt Address
Former station manager (30 years in broadcasting) 765-621-2115
Phone

Title (if any)




Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Dacket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendmént rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for chaosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpaints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2 The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Propased public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on anyreligion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
propasals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would infrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The propased mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true fo their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal praceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on fight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio {ocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
{the"NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people whao do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassmeni, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pubilic access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the eleclricily flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio

~ location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Rodney  Blolwe 1330 Oclktley fCGIgc, ﬂﬁg Weorth Ldilfees bgre U.¢e. 2859
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Mail Bv April 14, 2008 to:

The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief. Media Bureau
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the“NPRM?”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do'so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even {oss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religiocus Lroadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We u'rge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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The Secretary o ,

Federal Communications Commission =~ :

445 12th Street, SW ' - ??ecezvnd & ‘nsopf‘*ed
Washington, DC 20554 . : .

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau APR 15 2008
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i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pmposecﬁ%i;h;q(q}gg

(the“NPRM"), refeased Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. _ . .
O VLI

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not vioiate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids impaosition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yel, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Keith Seoverd 3¢ Leothes E[a_gg dr. Wilkeshoro N C. 25297

Name and Address

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. SW

Washington, DC 10554

Attn: Chief. Media Burean




Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Fmpt’sﬁed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 :

| submit the following comments in resgense b the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
‘NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket o 14:233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPREM, if enacted, would 4o 20 — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not frce radio stations, sapscially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist atvice. from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of licerise for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed setvice is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2 The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
stalf presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpaints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2 The FCC must not fum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

“4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves wouid amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Locahsm Notice of Proposed Rulemaking O
MB Docket No. 04-233 . =
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakmg‘%he W
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ™
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A nuni 3@

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

FCC-MAILROOM

3 RECHY:
s

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advic
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those whe don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to foliow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2} The FCC must not turn every radio station intc a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatery special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smailer market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in fwo ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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By Mail

Send a letter,
specifying what the
FCC must not do
and why. Make
sure you place the
docket number on
top of the letter to
be sure it is
delivered to the
correct office: MB
Docket No. 04-
233, Comments in
Response to
Localism Notice of
Proposed
Rulemaking.

Download
Sample
Comments (pdf

Using the US
Postal Service,
Mail your
comments, so they
arfive by
[ April 14, 2008 to:
Ll“lifSecreitary
Federal
Communications
Commission
445 12th Street,
SW
Washington, DC
20554
Attn: Chief,
Media Bureau.

Or using FedEx,
UPS, DHL or
similar services:
The Secretary
Federal
Communications
Commission
9300 East
Hampton Drive
Canitol Heiohits.

By Internet

Visit the
Federal
Communication
Commission

(FCC)«

You must enter
the box
marked
. then
complete all the
required form
entries (such as
name and address)
and as many of the
optional entries as
appropriate.

You then have two
options for
presenting
comments:

 Type comments
in the text box at
the bottom of the
web page marked
“Send a Brief
Comment to FCC
(typed-in)”
OR

Upload a

document using the
box marked “Send
Comment Files to
FCC
(Attachments),”
taking care to

Write your
Senators &

Congressman

You can also write to your Senators and
Congressman. Tell them that freedom of
religion and freedom of speech are
threatened. Describe the problematic
FCC proposals and the harm they will
cause, if they are adopted.

Contact information for your Senator
is available at

Contact information for your
Congressman is available at
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~ ' [RECENED & INGPECVED
‘ APR 1 b 2008
FCC-MAILROOM
CITY OF
M A D I S O N B (320) 598-7373 Office
B 404 6th Avenue B Madison, Minnesota 56256 W (320) 598-7376 Fax
April 8, 2008
The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Dear Sir or Madam;

I am writing in regards to MB Docket No. 04-233. Of particular concern is a provision that
would reinstate an old FCC rule requiring broadcast stations to be staffed during all hours of
operations. I believe such a rule is antiquated and would result in reduced radio service.

Our local radio station and many others in western Minnesota are operated 24/7. However, if
this rule is passed, it would be impossible for many of our local stations to avoid a reduction in
hours of service. This rule would result in reduced service, especially for small communities and
rural areas. Moreover, this rule is not necessary because the staff at our local radio station and
many others in the area reside locally. During severe weather events and emergencies, the local
radio personnel are among the first to be alerted and the station is always staffed, regardless of
the hour, until the weather or situation has cleared the area.

I am very pleased with the level of service provided by our local radio station. I strongly
discourage any rules that would reduce the current level of local radio service.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mot e

Matt Skaret
City Manager




CITY OF _
M A D I S O N " | (320) 598-7373 Office
, B 404 6th Avenue ® Madison, Minnesota 56256 W (320) 598-7376 Fax

April 8,2008

The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Dear Sir or Madam;

I am writing in regards to MB Docket No. 04-233. Of particular concern is a provision that
would reinstate an old FCC rule requiring broadcast stations to be staffed during all hours of
operations. I believe such a rule is antiquated and would result in reduced radio service.

Our local radio station and many others in western Minnesota are operated 24/7. However, if
this rule is passed, it would be impossible for many of our local stations to avoid a reduction in
hours of service. This rule would result in reduced service, especially for small communities and
rural areas. Moreover, this rule is not necessary because the staff at our local radio station and
many others in the area reside locally. During severe weather events and emergencies, the local
radio personnel are among the first to be alerted and the station is always staffed, regardless of
the hour, until the weather or situation has cleared the area.

I am very pleased with the level of service provided by our local radio station. I strongly
discourage any rules that would reduce the current level of local radio service.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Moty Skews—

Matt Skaret
City Manager
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FCC-MAILROOM
CiITYy OF
W (320) 598-7373 Office
MA D l S O N W 404 6th Avenue 8 Madison, Minnesota 56256 B (320) 598-7376 Fax
April 8,2008
The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Dear Sir or Madam;

I am writing in regards to MB Docket No. 04-233. Of particular concern is a provision that
would reinstate an old FCC rule requiring broadcast stations to be staffed during all hours of
operations. I believe such a rule is antiquated and would result in reduced radio service.

Our local radio station and many others in western Minnesota are operated 24/7. However, if
this rule is passed, it would be impossible for many of our local stations to avoid a reduction in
hours of service. This rule would result in reduced service, especially for small communities and
rural areas. Moreover, this rule is not necessary because the staff at our local radio station and
many others in the area reside locally. During severe weather events and emergencies, the local
radio personnel are among the first to be alerted and the station is always staffed, regardless of
the hour, until the weather or situation has cleared the area.

I am very pleased with the level of service provided by our local radio station. I strongly
discourage any rules that would reduce the current level of local radio service.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

meutt Seewo

Matt Skaret
City Manager




RECEIVED & INSPECTED
APR 1 5 2008
FCC-MAILROOM
CITY OF
M A D I S O N W (320) 598-7373 Office
W 404 6th Avenue ® Madison, Minnesota 56256 W (320) 598-7376 Fox
April 8, 2008
The Secrétary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Dear Sir or Madam;

I am writing in regards to MB Docket No. 04-233. Of particular concern is a provision that
would reinstate an old FCC rule requiring broadcast stations to be staffed during all hours of
operations. [ believe such a rule is antiquated and would result in reduced radio service.

Our local radio station and many others in western Minnesota are operated 24/7. However, if
this rule is passed, it would be impossible for many of our local stations to avoid a reduction in
hours of service. This rule would result in reduced service, especially for small communities and
rural areas. Moreover, this rule is not necessary because the staff at our local radio station and
many others in the area reside locally. During severe weather events and emergencies, the local
radio personnel are among the first to be alerted and the station is always staffed, regardless of
the hour, until the weather or situation has cleared the area.

I am very pleased with the level of service provided by our local radio station. I strongly
discourage any rules that would reduce the current level of local radio service.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Moutty $leewc—

Matt Skaret
City Manager
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CITY OF
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MA D l S O N B 404 6th Avenue ®@ Madison, Minnesota 56256 : ggoi 293-73;2 ?qf;
April 8, 2008
The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Dear Sir or Madam;

I am writing in regards to MB Docket No. 04-233. Of particular concern is a provision that
would reinstate an old FCC rule requiring broadcast stations to be staffed during all hours of
operations. I believe such a rule is antiquated and would result in reduced radio service.

Our local radio station and many others in western Minnesota are operated 24/7. However, if
this rule is passed, it would be impossible for many of our local stations to avoid a reduction in
hours of service. This rule would result in reduced service, especially for small communities and
rural areas. Moreover, this rule is not necessary because the staff at our local radio station and
many others in the area reside locally. During severe weather events and emergencies, the local
radio personnel are among the first to be alerted and the station is always staffed, regardless of
the hour, until the weather or situation has cleared the area.

I am very pleased with the level of service provided by our local radio station. I strongly
discourage any rules that would reduce the current level of local radio service.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Mot e

Matt Skaret
City Manager
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